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of Appeal. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the Application in light of the 
remarks set forth below. 
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REMARKS 



Applicants contend that the rejection of Claims 1-25 on prior art grounds contain clear 
legal and factual deficiencies, as described below. In a Final Office Action dated October 26, 
2005, Claims 1-25 were rejected as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,895,882 B2 to 
Fung, Applicants request a finding that these rejections are improper and allowance of these 



With respect to Claim 1, the Final Office Action contends that Fung discloses the 
adjustment of power supplies in order to optimize power consumption. Applicants contend 
that Fung does not disclose this limitation for the reasons described in Applicant's Response 
dated December 27, 2005 at Pages 6-7. In short, Applicants contend that Fung teaches the 
management of servers, using different operating modes, in order to optimize power 
conservation and performance but fails to make any teaching of managing power supplies in 
order to optimize power consumption. 1 

The Advisory Action mailed January 27, 2006 maintains the previous rejections and 
references the comments of the Final Office Action. As such, the Claims remain rejected. 

The Final Office Action cites to the last sentence of the following paragraph of Fung 
as teaching the adjustment of power supplies in order to optimize power consumption: 



As general multi-power management policy it is observed based on analytical and 
empirical data, that there is a certain power consumption overhead associated with 
each server device and that it is therefore generally preferred to operate a minimum 
number of server modules at near their maximum output (Mode 1). When a single 
device approaches its capacity, other server devices are brought up from a Mode 3 to 
Mode 2 or Mode 1 operation. Frequently, the two servers then on line would each 
operate in Mode 2 until further performance is needed, at which time one would be 
brought to Mode 1 operation. This is merely an example scenario and many other 
alternative control strategies may be applied. Clearly, there is a bodies [sic] of 
knowledge for both open-loop and feed-back based control that may be used by 
those skill in the art to optimize or near-optimize some weighted combination of 
performance and power conservation. 



Col. 36, line 54 - Col. 37, line 3. Thus, the Final Office action argument (that is 
maintained in the Advisory Action) appears to be that the concept of optimization and power 
conservation discussed with respect to the operation of server modules also applies to the 



1 It is noted in the OG Notice at http://www.uspto.gov/web/ofiices/conVsol/og/2005/week28/patbref.htm that 
"Applicants are encouraged to refer to arguments already of record rather than repeating them in the request." 
Accordingly, Applicants refer here to, and summarize, the previous arguments rather than reciting them 
explicitly. 



claims. 
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operation and management of power supplies. However, the cited paragraph fails to discuss 
the claimed adjustment of power supplies in order to optimize power consumption. Further, 
while Fung does contemplate Power Supply Control and Monitoring features (See Col. 29, 
Line 65-Col. 30-Line 11), these features of Fung are limited to "the ability to cycle power (or 
voltage) or shut down a module upon receipt of an appropriate message from the Information 
Technology* (IT) administrator's network control station." Col. 30, lines 1-4. As described in 
Fung 9 such messages are based upon the detection of an alarm or a failure condition and are 
not generated to optimize power consumption. See Col. 30, lines 8-11. 

Applicants respectfully contend that the argument provided in the Final Office Action 
and maintained by the Advisory Action is clearly flawed. Namely, while Fung contemplates 
the management of server modules (using different operating modes) in order to optimize 
performance and power conservation, Fung does not contemplate the adjustment of power 
supplies in order to optimize power consumption. For these reasons, and the above- 
referenced reasons described in Applicants 5 Response dated December 27, 2005, Applicants 
contend that the rejection of Claim 1 is improper, as is the rejection of Claim 2 through 25 for 
the same or analogous reasons. 
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CONCLUSION 



As the rejection of Claims 1-25 contains clear deficiencies, Applicants respectfully 
request a finding of allowance of Claims 1-25. To the extent necessary, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any fees or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 02- 
0383 of BAKER BOTTS l l p. 

Applicants enclose a Petition for One Month Extension of Time, and a check in the 
amount of $120.00 for the extension fee. 

If there are any matters concerning this Application that may be cleared up in a 
telephone conversation, please contact Applicants' attorney at 512.322.2548. 



SEND CORRESPONDENCE TO : 
Baker Botts l.l.p. 

CUSTOMER ACCOUNT NO. 23640 

512.322.2548 

512.322.8383 (fax) 



Respectfully submitted, 



BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 
Attorney for Applicants 




Brian E. Szymczak 
Reg. No. 47,120 
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